


Atheifts. Not fo Good as the Deiffs or Hea- 


‘not bear Monarchy in the Church, left that 


Mund, 


1§2 


THE 


REHEARSAL. 


1, A Digreffion to the Diffenters, The Mes of the Rights are not Included un- 


der that Name, in the 


Ommon Acceptation. 


2, Our Diffenters Plead the Reformed Churches Abroad as on their fide, particu- 
larly that of Geveva. But thefe Approve of Epi/copacy, and have a Lytuargy. 


The Scots Presbyterians had likewile a Lyturgy, 


carded, with the Creed, 


Which they have fiance Di/- 


_ The Diffenters Quite Difarm’d of any Precedent from Geneva. 


No Neceffity can be Pleaded on Behalf of cur Déffexters. 


Ther is no Precedext 


5 will fit their Cafe, but that of Korab, and of the Regulars in the Church of 


Rome. 


6; A late Letter from Geneva which Ruins all our Diffenters. 








WEDNESDAY, 


February 12+ 1706. 





(1,) Rehearfal. Xcufe me to the Rights | 
BE for this time. I have 
a word in Seafon to 

fay to the Diffenters. 
Conntry-man, Why, Maffer, are not the 
Men of the Rights to be Reckon’d Diffenters ? 


Rebearf. They are fuch Diffexters as the 


then, as I have before fhew’d. For no Deift 
or Heathen ever had fo Contemptible a No- 
tion of God, as to fet the People above Him, 
and make him Govern by an Authority DE- 
RIV’D from Them. 

The Men of the Rights are Diffenters from 
Ged, and all Reveal’d Religion. But I fpeak 
now to the Diffenters from Epifcopacy and our 
Conftitution here in England. And | defire 
them to Hearken patiently to me a little. 


(2.) Their great Argument againft the 
Church of England, and in Defence of their 
Anti-Epifcopal Principles, is, the Example of 
the Reformed Churches Abroad, principally 
at Geneva, where Calvin fiult fee up. To 
fhew them their Error in which, I have be- 
fore Num. 82. Quoted both Calvin and Beza 
to them, Anathematizing them, and Reckoning 
them as Mad-Men whom Refufe to Submit 
to the Retorm’d Epifcopacy in England, or 
who Condemn Epifcopacy in General. Calvin, 
Beza, and others of the firft Reformers kept 
a Correfpondence with the Bifheps in England. 
Dr. Durel has given us feveral of their Let- 
tersin Pring, wherein they Highly Approve 
and Commend our Epifcopacy, Lyturgy, and 
whele Ccnflitution, befeeching Ged to Pre- 
ferve it for ever to Us: Ard bemoaning 
their own Circumftances that they cou’d not 
have Epifcopacy there, living under Common- 
wealths who wou’d not bear it. They woud 








might introduce it into the State. But 
they came as near it as they Cou’d, and 


made Afoderators, fince they Cou’d not have 
Bifhops. And Calvin Compos’d a Lyturgy, 
which is Read off the Book (like ours) at 
Geneva and other Places there, as ig wasin 
the Proteftant Churches in France, Holland, &c. 
And when (as Dr. Durel tells us in his Ac- 
count of the Proteftant Churches abroad) a 
Scotch Presbyterian Adinifter went into France, 
and us’d Only his Extempore Prayers in their 
Affemblies, they Silenc’d him, unlefs he woud 
be Oblig’d to Read their Lyturgy. 


(3.) Country-m, Why? Had the Scots Prese 
byterians no Lyturgy ? 

Rebearf. Yes Country-mar, they had at firft, 
It was Compos’d by John Knox their Great 
Reformer, and Printea. | had one of them. 
And therein was not only a Set Form for 
Admiftration of the Sacraments and Holy Off- 
ces, but a Diftin& Form of Ordination of Su- 
perintendents, as well as Of Presbyrers, and Dea- 
cons, with Cueftions and Refponfes, like our 
Book of Ordination. And we muft fuppofe 
that. they thought Superintendents (which is 
only Latin tor the word Bifhep) a Diftin& 
Order from Presbyters, fince they Allow’d 
them a Diftiné&t Ferm otf Ordination. 

But they have Reform’d from their firft 
Reformation, and thrown away both Epifcopa- 
cy and Lytaryies, as things now Unlawful, and 
Contrary to the Spirit of the Go/pel! As they 
have Banifhed the Creed out of their Cate- 
chifms, new no longe: to be Taught! They 
have Allow’d no Place for it in the Affem- 
blies either Larger or Shorter Catechi{ms. 


(4.) But to Return to our prefent Pur- 
pofe. Our Diffenters from Epifcopacy here in 
Exgland, to put a better Face upon their Se- 
paration, Juftify themfelvés by the Example 
of the Reformed Churches -Abjoad, efpecially 
that at Geneva, as being the Mother of the 
Reft. And they fay, why fhou’d'we be Blam’d 
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for not having Epifcopacy among Us, when 
Geneva, which is the Aother of us all, has 
None ? 

Country-m. 1 can Anfwer that my felf, 
from what you have Taught me. They 
plead Weceffity, and that they cannot have 
Epifcopacy there. Now whatever be in this 
Excufe, which I have not Skill enough to 
Anfwer; yet, as you have fhew’d, they Own 
and Approve of Epifcopacy,; They Own our 
Epifcopacy in England. And Calvin himfelf 
Damas them to the Pit of Hell (for that 
J fuppofe is the meaning of Anathematizing) 
who will not fubmit to our Epifcopacy in 
England; And Beza (the next Great Refor- 
mer to him) fays, They ought to be fent 
to Bedlam. Are thefe the Precedents which 
our Diffenters think for their Advantage ! 

For ‘whatever Neceffity they may Plead 
at Geneva, it is Certain, ther is no fuch 
Neceffity here. For our Diffenters break off 
from a Proteftaxe Epifcopacy, where they 
Confefs our Doétrin to be Pure, and they 
can make no Reafonable Exception againft 
our Worfhip. But they Except againft Epi/- 
copacy for its own Sake. Geneva fays they 
Cannot, our Diffenters fay they Will not lave 
Epifcopacy. 3s not here a vaft Difference? We 
fay Necefity has no Law. Ther ate many 
things which Necefity will Excufe, that 
woud be very Wicked otherwife. The Pinch 
of Hunger Excus’d David for Eating the 
Shew-Bread, which otherwife had not been 
Lawfull for him to Eat, but for the Prieffs 
only. 


(5.) How can they plead Neceffity, who 
being Ordained by our Proteftant Bifhops, 
and having Sworn Canonical Obedience to 
them, afterwards Rofe up againft them, 
without any New Cafe given; and began 
an Unhappy Schifmagainft Epifcopacy it felf? 
This: was the Cafe of the firft Reformers a- 
mong Us from Epifcopacy to Presbjtery, and 
of their greateft Leaders even in our Later 
times. But it was not the Cafe of the 
firft Reformers at Geneva, who Dilown’d the 
POPISH Bifhops, not for their Epé/copacy, but 
for their Popery. And as you have faid, 
did Effectually Damn the Diffenters from 
Epifcopacy in England. Who now _ftand 
Condemn’d on all hands, by thofe whom they 
Pretend as their Patrons, as well as by all 
the Reit of the Chriftian Church. Among 
all of whom ther isno one Example to Fuftify 
Gif an Example coud Fuftify) the Separation 
of. our Diffenters. Let them name that 
Foraign Reform’d Church, where the Presby- 
ters made a Shifm againft theit Proteftant 
Bifvops, with whom they Agreed in Doétrin. 
1 cap find nothing like it but that of Korah, 
who Rebel?d againft his Aigh-Prieff with 
- whom he did not Differ either in Doétrin 
or Worflip. And that of the Regulars in 
the Church of Rome, who have withdrawn 
themfelves from their Obedience to their 
Proper Bifhops,.and put themfelves under 
Superiors of their own. Thefe are Popifh 
Presbyterians, they have Presbyters without 


| Bifhops: And Korah snd his Com 


. 4 b . | | 
Levits were likewife Presbyters Ari ve 


drew themfelves from their Obedience t 
Aaron their High-Prieftor Bifhop. Thefe bs 
all the Precedents 1 can find for our Pre, iy 
torians. They can find fone among any of 
the Reform’d Churches Abroad, » of which 
they Boaft fo unreafonably. 


(6.) Rebearf. To make this more Plaix’ 
and to bring it home to this Day, | hays 
a Letter to fhew you, fent by the Minifpers 
of Geneva and the Uaiverfity there to the 
Univerfity of Oxford. It bears Date the 
qth of the Kalends of Oéober, whichis the 
25. of September this fame Year i786, | 
hear it is to be Printed at Oxford with their 
Anfwer to it. Elfe 1 had given it you now, 
But I wou’d not Anticipat. Therefore | 
will wait a while to fee if that Learned 
Body do think fit to Print it. In the mean 
ame I will tell you fome things that it 
ays. 

They Complain of their bing A4is-Repre. 
fented as if they were Enemies to the Confiin 
tution of the Church of England and her Ly. 
turgy. Of both which they Profefs a great 
Efteem; and Blame thofe who being Difaf. 
fected to the Difciplin and Lyturgy of our 
Church, make ule of the Name of Geneva 
as Favouring their Pretences. And that can 
be none but our Diffenrers here. They men. 
tion the Correfpondence of Calvin and Bez 
with our Englifh Bifbops, and their Appro. 
bation of our Faith and Lyturgy. And that 
our Ceremonies being free from all Supérfin 
tien and Zdolatry, ought not to Cau 
any Separation from our Church. They pro- 
fefs themfelves Ready to Join in Communion 


of them did who had Occafion at any time 
to Travel Hither. They fay they have fuch 
Rites as the Government of a Commonwealth 
and Neceffity do’s Require. And that tho’ 
thofe of our Church are Different, that is 
no Canfe of Separation, or wou’d hinder them 
from moft willingly Joining in Communion 
with Us. 

this Letter. 


ia 
” 


In the laft Rebearfal. p.2. Col, 1.1. 23. f. AGS 


r. Art. 


HE Cafe of Non-Refidence, with their uféal 
Pleas Cenfur’d and Condemn’d. The Rea- 
fonableriefsof bringing ina Bill to oblige the Cler- 
gy to Refidence; To ‘which is annex’d a New, 
Fears Gift to the Non-Refident Clergy. 


N Anfwer to fome Queries, concerning 
Schifm, Toleration, ec. In a Letter 
to a Friend. ; 


And alfo a Parallel betwen Quakerifmand Pepery, 
HE Eftablifhment of the ‘Church, the 





Prefervation of the State. 
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London Printed and Sold by the Bookfellers of Londen and Weftminffer. 1706. 





with Us, if they were Here, as they fayall ° 


As will Appear when you fee 


ADVERTISEMENTS. ** 


‘Parallel between the Faith and Dodrine _ 
of the prefent Quakers, and that of the 
Chief Hereticks in ‘all Ages of the Church. - 
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